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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the amendment filed June 23, 2009. 

Status of Claims 

2. Claims 1,10, 24, 33, 39, 55 and 100-102 have been amended. Claims 2, 11, 14, 
26, 34, 43, 45, 56 and 64-99 have been canceled during prosecution. Claims 3, 5, 7-9, 
12-13, 15-16, 21-23, 25, 27-28, 30-32, 35-38, 40-42, 44, 46-47, 53-54, 57-59, 61-63 and 
103 are as previously presented. Claims 4, 6, 17-20, 29, 48-51 and 60 are original. 
Claims 1, 3-10, 12-13, 15-25, 27-33, 35-42, 44, 46-55, 57-63 and 100-103 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed June 23, 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant arguments, with respect to independent claims 1, 24, 33, 55 and 100-102, 

are substantially as follows: 

(Creeden at Abstract and Para. [0001], [0005]-[0006], and [0099].) does not 
teach nor suggest a system where an agent of a submitting business has access 
to a system to upload financial statement information about the submitting 
business, where the financial statement information: (1) originates from an 
accounting system used by the submitting business to maintain its general ledger 
accounting records; and (2) corresponds to the overall financial state of the 
submitting business. 
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In response: The Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's assertions. 
Using Claim 24 to illustrate that Creeden teaches and/or suggests the subject matter 
argued by Applicant. The first limitation of Claim 24 recites: 

(a) receiving financial statement information at a remote data processing 
system (e.g. 1 st business entity) as an electronic data file uploaded by an 
agent (e.g. client system) of a submitting business (e.g. 2 nd business 
entity) via a graphical user interface (GUI), 

(b) the financial statement information associated with the submitting 
business and originating from an accounting system used by the 
submitting business to maintain its general ledger accounting records, 

(c) the financial statement information having a first format based on a first 
set of performance classifications and collectively corresponding to the 
overall financial state of the submitting business 

In regards to (a) and (c): 

Creeden teaches (see ^0005-0006, 1J0099 and Fig. 1) a server system, coupled to a 
centralized database and at least one client system, receives business information 
relating to at least one second business entity from the client system. The type of 
information received includes: 

- business information, 
accounts payable, 
accounts receivable, 

- financial statements, 

- income statements, 

- and other documents and information relating to the financial condition 
of the second business entity. 
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As interpreted, the client (Applicant's agent) transmits the above listed information to the 
server system. The financial and income statements would clearly be in a first format. 
And the transmitting of "other documents and information relating to the financial 
condition of the second business entity" is clearly analogous with "overall financial 
state." 

In regards to (b), MPEP 2141 recites: 

III. RATIONALES TO SUPPORT REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. 103 

Once the Graham factual inquiries are resolved, Office personnel must 
determine whether the claimed invention would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

The obviousness analysis cannot be confined by . . . overemphasis 
on the importance of published articles and the explicit content of issued 

patents In many fields it may be that there is little discussion of 

obvious techniques or combinations, and it often may be the case that 
market demand, rather than scientific literature, will drive design trends. 
KSR , 550 U.S. at , 82 USPQ2d at 1396. 

Prior art is not limited just to the references being applied, but includes 
the understanding of one of ordinary skill in the art. The prior art reference 
(or references when combined) need not teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations, however, Office personnel must explain why the difference(s) 
between the prior art and the claimed invention would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art. The "mere existence of differences between 
the prior art and an invention does not establish the invention's nonobviousness." 
Dann v. Johnston, 425 U.S. 219, 230, 189 USPQ 257, 261 (1976). The gap 
between the prior art and the claimed invention may not be "so great as to render 
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the [claim] nonobvious to one reasonably skilled in the art. "Id. In determining 
obviousness, neither the particular motivation to make the claimed invention nor 
the problem the inventor is solving controls. The proper analysis is whether the 
claimed invention would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art after 
consideration of all the facts. See 35 U.S.C. 103(a). Factors other than the 
disclosures of the cited prior art may provide a basis for concluding that it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to bridge the gap. 
Creeden does not explicitly recite: 

(b) the financial statement information associated with the submitting 
business and originating from an accounting system used by the 
submitting business to maintain its general ledger accounting records. 
However, Creeden does explicitly recite transmitting business information which 
includes accounts payable and accounts receivable. Both of these are accounting 
terms which are known to those of ordinary skill in the art to be associated with 
accounting systems (i.e. general ledgers). The difference between what Creeden 
teaches and does not teach (i.e. accounting system and general ledger), one of ordinary 
skill in the art would have found it to be obvious that the financial statement information 
would have originated from an accounting system used by the submitting business to 
maintain its general ledger accounting records. 

The Examiner maintains that the prior art of record (Creeden, MaGuire, Minninger, 
Lavorgna and Keating) teaches and suggests the subject matter as claimed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 33, 35-42, 44 and 46-53 were previously rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 

because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. However, in 
view of Applicant's amendments, the rejections are withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

8. Claims 1, 3-10, 12-13, 15-25, 27-33, 35-42, 44, 46-55, 57-63 and 100-103 are 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Creeden et al., Pub. No. 
2004/0122756 (hereinafter Creeden), in view of MaGuire, III et al., Pub. No. 



2004/0059651 (hereinafter MaGuire), Minninger, Pat No. 6,993,717 (hereinafter 
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Minninger), Lavorgna, JR. et al., Pub. No. 2002/0184043 (hereinafter Lavorgna) and 

Elizabeth K Keating, "Reengineering nonprofit financial accountability: Toward a more 

reliable foundation for regulation" (hereinafter Keating). 

As to claim 24, Creeden discloses a system and method for automated 

management of financial statement information associated with at least one business, 

the method comprising: 

• receiving financial statement information at a remote data processing system 
(e.g. 1 st business entity) as an electronic data file uploaded by an agent (e.g. 
client system) of a submitting business (e.g. 2 nd business entity) via a 
graphical user interface (GUI), the financial statement information associated 
with the submitting business and originating from an accounting system used 
by the submitting business to maintain its general ledger accounting records, 
the financial statement information having a first format based on a first set of 
performance classifications and collectively corresponding to the overall 
financial state of the submitting business (Abstract; 1J0001 , 1J0005-0006 and 
110099; discusses receiving, via the Internet, at a server system of a 1 st 
business entity, business information relating to a 2 nd business entity from a 
client system with a web browser; also discusses the server receiving the 
following information from the 2 nd business entity - accounts payable, 
accounts receivable, financial statements, income statements and other 
documents and information related to the financial condition of the 2 nd 
business entity); 
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• aggregating the financial statement information with financial statement 
information associated with at least one other business, thereby creating a 
database of standardized company financial statement information 010008; 
discusses maintaining a database with the above recited information for a 
group of 2 nd business entities); and 

• providing the at least one performance report to at least one requesting party 
via the GUI 0[0106; discusses a retrieving component that generates reports 
requested by a user through a client system in a pre-determined format and 
a display component that is used to display report on a client system's 
graphical user interface). 

Creeden does not explicitly disclose that the financial statement information is 
associated with at least one non-public business. 

However, Keating teaches that the average nonprofit organization is relatively 
small, mission focused, and often cash constrained. Keating further teaches that some 
nonprofits maintain cash-basis records during the year and hire an external accounting 
service to convert the books to an accrual basis at year-end (page 4, last If). 

Creeden discloses a method for managing the financial information of a 2 nd 
business entity by a 1 st business entity. However, Creeden is silent on the second 
business entity being either private or public. Keating teaches that some nonprofit 
organizations (i.e. private entities) hire an external accounting service to convert their 
books. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of Applicant's invention to include in the business information management system 
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as disclosed by Creeden, the use of a private entity (e.g. nonprofit organization) as the 
2 nd business entity as taught by Keating, since the claimed invention is simply a 
substitution of one known element for another (i.e. public vs. private business), and one 
of ordinary skill in that art would have recognized that the results of the substitution 
were predictable. See MPEP 2143 (Rev. 6, Sept. 2007), Rational (B). 

Neither Creeden nor Keating discloses or teaches the following limitation; 
however, this limitation is taught by MaGuire: 

• converting the financial statement information from the first format to a 

second standardized format based at least in part on a mapping between one 
or more performance classifications of the first set of performance 
classifications and one or more corresponding performance classifications of 
a second set of performance classifications (Abstract). 
Creeden discloses a method for managing the financial information of a second 
business entity by a first business entity. And MaGuire teaches a method for converting 
the financial information of a second business entity into a format supported by a first 
entity. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of Applicant's invention to include in the Creeden and Keating combination, the 
automated method of converting journal entries as taught by MaGuire, since the 
claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each 
element merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one 
of ordinary skill in that art would have recognized that the results of the combination 
were predictable. See MPEP 2143 (Rev. 6, Sept. 2007), Rational (G). 
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Neither Creeden, Keating nor MaGuire discloses or teaches the following 
limitations: 

• automatically selecting at least one automated software program for the 
financial statement information associated with the submitting business with 
the data processing system (e.g. pre-defined translation templates); 

• converting, using the at least one automated software program executing on 
the data processing system. 

However, Minninger teaches in a data transformation system where a report is 
generated from the current system, a translation tool can be used for mapping and 
translating the data to the receiving systems' conversion format. By developing standard 
reports and pre-defined translation templates, data from one system's application can 
be converted easily, repeatedly and efficiently (Abstract). 

Creeden discloses a method for managing the financial information of a second 
business entity by a first business entity. And Keating and MaGuire teach that financial 
information is converted from one format into a second format. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of Applicant's invention to include in the Creeden, Keating and MaGuire 
combination, the method of using a pre-defined translation templates (i.e. conversion 
maps) as taught by Minninger, since the claimed invention is merely a combination of 
old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the 
same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in that art would have 
recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. See MPEP 2143 (Rev. 
6, Sept. 2007), Rational (G). 
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Neither Creeden, Keating, MaGuire nor Minninger discloses or teaches the 
following limitations: 

• analyzing, using at least one automated software program executing on the 
data processing system, the financial statement information based at least in 
part on one or more performance metrics; and 

• automatically creating at least one performance report based on results of the 
analysis of the financial statement information with the data server. 

However, Lavorgna teaches a system and method for managing business 
metrics which facilitates electronic creation, submission, analysis, integration, and 
automation of business metric information and web-based business metrics reporting. 
Lavorgna teaches a computerized method for creating, storing and using business 
metrics in managing, monitoring, reporting or directing business unit operations. This 
computerized method provides a capability to create and manage such business 
metrics, and reduces the potential for mistakes in manually (via human) handed 
business metrics. Lavorgna teaches that a business metrics record may be compiled or 
otherwise acted upon by the system in accordance with predetermined criteria to 
provide an analysis record or a reporting record (U0076, 1J0079 and 1J0081-0083). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to include the aforementioned limitation as taught by Lavorgna 
within the Creeden, Keating, MaGuire and Minninger combination for the motivation to 
provide a management tool that for capturing, analyzing, reporting and assessing 
business metrics 0J0003). 
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As recited above, Creeden discloses aggregating the financial statement 
information. Keating teaches private financial information and converting the financial 
statement information, and MaGuire teaches converting financial statement information. 
And Lavorgna teaches analyzing business metrics, such as financial statements. 
Therefore, the combination of Creeden, Keating, MaGuire and Lavorgna discloses and 
teaches the following limitations: 

• aggregating the converted financial statement information; 

• creating a database of standardized private company financial statement 
information; and 

• analyzing the converted financial information. 

As to claim 1, Creeden discloses a method for automated management and 
standardization of financial statement information associated with at least one business 
comprising: 

• storing financial statement information as electronic data on the data 
processing system, the financial statement information having a first format 
based on a first set of performance classifications (Abstract; 1J0001 , 1J0005- 
0006, 1|0099 and claim 39; via storing the business information received at 
the server system in the centralized database; receiving component that 
receives information in a pre-determined format established for inputting said 
business information); and 

• automatically providing at least a portion of the at least one electronic report 
to at least one requesting party HJ0006 and 1J0095; via provides RM 
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information in response to an inquiry by providing a (electronic) report to at 
least one managerial user within the CF Business summarizing the review of 
RM information for an Analyzed Business). 
The remaining limitations of claim 1 are equivalent to the limitations of claim 
24 above, and are therefore rejected on the same grounds. 

As to claim 33, Creeden discloses a network-based performance information 
management system for automated management of financial statement information 
associated with at least one business, the system comprising: 

• a remote data processing computer connected to a computer network (1J0099). 
The remaining limitations of claim 33 are equivalent to the limitations of claims 

1 and 24 above, and are therefore rejected on the same grounds. 

As to claim 55, Creeden discloses a system for automated management of 
financial statement associated with at least one business, the system comprising: 

• one or more networked servers adapted to (Abstract; via server system and 
client system): 

• operate a website having one or more web pages (see Fig. 3); 

The remaining limitations of claim 55 are equivalent to the limitations of claims 
1 , 24 and 33 above, and are therefore rejected on the same grounds. 
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As to claim 100, Creeden discloses a method for automated management of 
private company financial statement information comprising: 

• receiving at a network-based data processing system financial statement 
information as an electronic data file upload, the financial statement 
information containing financial statement information associated with a 
business, the financial statement information comprising data taken from that 
business' general ledger accounting system, having a user-defined format 
(e.g. first format, such as Keating's cash-basis records) based on a first set of 
performance classifications corresponding to a set of financial accounts, and 
collectively corresponding to the overall financial state of the submitting 
business (Abstract; 1J0001 ■ 1J0005-0006 and 1J0099; discusses receiving, via 
the Internet, at a server system of a 1 st business entity, business information 
relating to a 2 nd business entity from a client system with a web browser; also 
discusses the server receiving the following information from the 2 nd business 
entity - accounts payable, accounts receivable, financial statements, 
income statements and other documents and information related to the 
financial condition of the 2 nd business entity); and 

• generating at least one electronic report based on the analyzing, wherein 
generating a report comprises generating a web page-based analysis 
dashboard visualizing results of the analyzing (U0006, U0095-0096; via 
providing a report of the review results by transmitting an electronic report to 
the managerial user system), the dashboard detailing at least one historical 
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trend for one or more performance metrics associated with the business for 
the private business fl[0092, 110174, 1J0177 and at least Figures 7-12). 
The remaining limitations of claim 100 are equivalent to the limitations of 
claims 1, 24, 33 and 55 above, and are therefore rejected on the same grounds. 

As to claim 101, Creeden discloses a network-based business performance 
information management system comprising: 

• a computer system accessible on a computer network and adapted to 
(Abstract; via server system): 

• generate an alert if results of analyzing indicates that at least one 
performance metric of the performance information varies from a 
corresponding predetermined value by more than an adjustable threshold set 
by a recipient of the alert 010199; via An Informative Alert is an alert sent to an 
account manager within the CF Business to notify the account manager of 
possible changes in the overall deal that include, but are not limited to, the 
credit structure, collateral performance, risk ratings, and financial 
performance of the Analyzed Business. An informative alert has an 
thresholds). 

The remaining limitations of claim 101 are equivalent to the limitations of 
claims 1, 24, 33, 55 and 100 above, and are therefore rejected on the same grounds. 

As to claim 102, the limitations are equivalent to the limitations claims 1 , 24, 33, 
55, 100 and 101 above, and are therefore rejected on the same grounds. 
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As to claims 3-4, 7-10, 12-13, 15-17, 22-23, 25, 28, 31-32, 35-36, 39-42, 44, 46- 
48, 53-54, 57-59 and 62-63, they are rejected using the same rational used in the 
rejections of claims 1, 24, 33, 55 and 100-102 above. 

As to claims 5, 18, 37 and 49, Creeden does not disclose the following 
limitation; however, Lavorgna teaches the limitation: 

• wherein the predetermined value includes a target value for the at least one 
performance metric fl[0049 and 1(0297-0298). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to include the aforementioned limitation as taught by Lavorgna 
within the Creeden, Keating, MaGuire and Minninger combination for the motivation to 
provide a management tool that for capturing, analyzing, reporting and assessing 
business metrics 010003). 

As to claims 6, 19-21, 29-30, 38, 50-52 and 60-61, Creeden discloses the 
following limitations: 

• wherein the predetermined value includes a value representative of an 
industry average for the at least one performance metric (claim 9; via industry 
benchmarks); 

• wherein the alert is delivered via at least one of a group comprising: an email; 
a facsimile; a voice message; and a text message (U0006, 1101 00 and ^01 14; 
via electronic message); and 
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• delivering at least a portion of the converted financial statement information to 
a requesting party as one or more data files having a format compatible with 
software operated by the at least one requesting party 010106; via retrieving 
component generates reports requested by the user through client system in 
a pre-determined format). 

As to claim 103, Creeden does not disclose the following limitations: 

• generating a conversion map including providing a graphical user interface 
displaying user-defined performance classifications, standard performance 
classifications and indicators of correspondences therebetween, 

• receiving user input through a selected indicator to correlate one or more 
user-defined performance classifications to one or more respective 
standardized performance classifications, and 

• creating or modifying the conversion map according to the user input. 
However, Minninger teaches in a data transformation system where a report is 

generated from the current system, a translation tool can be used for mapping and 
translating the data to the receiving systems' conversion format. By developing standard 
reports and pre-defined translation templates, data from one system's application can 
be converted easily, repeatedly and efficiently (Abstract). 

Creeden discloses a method for managing the financial information of a second 
business entity by a first business entity. And Keating and MaGuire teach that financial 
information is converted from one format into a second format. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of Applicant's invention to include in the Creeden, Keating and MaGuire 
combination, the method of using a pre-defined translation templates (i.e. conversion 
maps) as taught by Minninger, since the claimed invention is merely a combination of 
old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the 
same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in that art would have 
recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. See MPEP 2143 (Rev. 
6, Sept. 2007). 



Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GREGORY JOHNSON whose telephone number is 
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(571)272-2025. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30AM - 
5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, ALEXANDER KALINOWSKI can be reached on (571) 272-6771 . The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Alexander Kalinowski/ GREGORY JOHNSON 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3691 Examiner, Art Unit 3691 



